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1. The Objective Right is rational, 
objective and practical. It has a Core 
Value, the promotion in the long-term of 
the Greater Good, and this is essentially 
a Belief, but it is not otherwise a Belief 


System: it is a Rationalist Dialectic. Nor 
is it a Party Political movement. Thinking 
Conservatives, thinking Democrats, 
thinking Socialists, can all—and in many 
cases do—belong to the Objective 
Right. 


2. In seeking the Greater Good in the 
long term, the Objective Right's 
principal concern is with enduring 
things —Society (family, community), 
Culture (art, economy, justice, language, 
science), the Natural Environment, not 
transient fashion. (An exception is the 
enduring but unreasoning 


totalitarianism known as religion). It 


will not trade the Future for the Present, 
nor will it trade the Greater Good for the 
Individual Good. 


3. For the Objective Right, People—as 
People —are equal, irrespective of 
Gender, Ethnicity, Religion, Sexual 
orientation. It does not privilege 
differences. It acknowledges, however, 
that black is black, white is white, 
disabled is disabled, intelligent is 
intelligent and stupid is stupid, and it 
engages with these things accordingly. 


Collectively people are enduring, 
individually they are transient. The 


Objective Right's concern with the 
Individual is with him or her as a 
member of Society, a producer or 
consumer of Culture, or as a threat to or 
beneficiary of the Natural Environment. 
While respecting them, it eschews 
engagement with the individual 
conscience, the individual interest, the 
individual need and/or desire, except 
insofar as these have the potential to 
impinge adversely upon the Greater 
Good. 


4. The Objective Right is utterly 
opposed to Libertarianism. To the 
Objective Right, Libertarianism is the 
politics of the spider, the rat, the 
crocodile. Libertarianism is its Primary 
Enemy. An instinctive, self-centred 
response to the world, it is a 
rationalisation of an animal desire for 


personal survival and personal 


advantage, and completely indifferent 


the Greater Good in the long term. The 
idea that "My Right" trumps all is as 
objectionable, as totalitarian, as the idea 
that my Faith, or my Country, or my 
Race trumps all. The Libertarian is a 
human beast. 


5. The Objective Right respects the 
aspirations of the Individual. It respects 
and understands the Individual's need 
for Democratic Representation. 
Conceptually, it respects Anarchism. To 
devolve responsibility to the Individual 
is a beautiful thing. But can the 
Individual be trusted with the 
custodianship of the Greater Good in 
the long term? The answer to this 
question is a categorical "No". As has 
been demonstrated again and again, 
through history and recently, the 
Individual is intelligent, well-informed, 
selfless; but simultaneously stupid, 
ignorant and greedy, and unrestrained 
will destroy itself and the World. The 
Objective Right (or Left) will not allow 
this. 


Representative Democracy is a 
False Paradigm. Either it allows the 
representation of destructive (divisive, 
antisocial and often anti-democratic) 
forces, thus sewing the seeds of its own 
destruction, or it excludes these forces, 
and is not democratic. How does 
compulsion by one person differ from 
compulsion by a hundred thousand? To 
the Individual, not at all. 


In 2020, 70-odd million people 
(more than the entire population of the 
UK) voted for Donald Trump, that is to 
say, 70-odd million Americans thought 
his social and political perspectives at 
least OK. The Democrat will respect Mr 
Trump as the representative of 70-odd 
million people, and will take his 
perspectives seriously and not just 
dismiss them out-of-hand. Ina 
Democracy, even when erroneous or 
distasteful, the views of 70-odd million 
people, are not nothing, and must be 
acknowledged in terms of proper debate 
and representation. But if the US is not a 
Democracy, and Mr Trump's critics 
around the world eschew Democracy, 
the views of those 70-odd million can be 
set aside. Logic demands that the 
Objective Right takes one or other of 
these two positions. (On this matter, as 
on our own forthcoming elections, the 
"liberal" media in the UK has already 
made its choice: it has chosen not to be 
democratic). 


The Objective Right acknowledges 
this Reality, and restricts its engagement 
with Democracy accordingly. It will not 
allow others to use Democratic 


Principals against it. It is not Populist, 
and does not pander to the Popular 
Vote (Neither President Trump nor ex- 
Prime Minister Johnson are Objective 
Right-wingers). Though unconcerned 
with self-indulgence per se, it is opposed 
to the Democratic Representation of 
socially-destructive self-indulgence; and 
though tolerant of individual 
Conscience, will never allow faith-based 
reasoning and irrational Enthusiasms, 
religious or otherwise, to undermine its 
Core Values — Society, Culture, 
Environment and the promotion of the 
Greater Good in the long term. It is 
Democratic in so far as Individuals 
choose it, but it is not, and does not 
aspire to be, Democratic in itself. 


In the UK, the Democratic 
establishment of Brexit, Scottish 
Independence, Mayorial Independence, 
etc.—the devolution of power to the 
lowest common denominator —are all 
symptoms of the UK's decline into self- 
centred Libertarianism and are opposed 
by the Objective Right. 


6. It is the Objective Right's view that 
Discipline is a prerequisite for Stable 
Society and the promotion of the 


Greater Good in the long-term. It 
attributes the rise of Libertarianism and 
the attendant collapse of contemporary 
Society to historical and present-day 
indiscipline —in the home (trendy 1970s 
parenting), at School and in the 
University (Youth Empowerment and 
radical Student Activism), in business 
and the work place (tax avoidance, 
Profiteerism, exploitative Unions, lazy 
"professionals" and other workers) and 
in Government (dishonesty and 
personal corruption). We cannot all be 
Princes and Princesses; we cannot be 
both Student and Teacher; we cannot all 
be in-charge; and we cannot all be 
correct, and certainly we cannot all be 
correct all the time. Collectively, unless 
the self-centred Individual grows-up, 
and those attitudes and codes which 
have promoted indiscipline in society 
are schooled or legislated away, there 
will be no Greater Good in the long- 
term. 


It follows that in the present (2024) 
UK election, the Objective Right opposes 
Labour's endorsement of further Youth 
Empowerment and supports the 
Conservative Party's promise to 


reintroduce National Service (though for 
this to be effective and financially viable 
it would have to be both more 
conscriptive and for much longer than 
currently proposed). But how are we to 
reform the already developed 
Individual, your and my neighbour, 
who is stealing the future today? There 
are two ways. Carrot-and-stick and 
Enculturation. The first appeals to the 
Individual's animal Instinct and may 
end up reinforcing the very traits that 
need to be eradicated. Enculturation, by 
contrast, through Education and by 
everyday exposure to social 
responsibility might have a positive 
effect. (The mechanism is demonstrated 
by contemporary news and social 
media, by fashion, and by historical 
religious and political propaganda). 
Where possible, therefore, Objective 
Right policy and practice will eschew 
overt bribery and punishment, and 
instead, through education and 
example, aim at the sub-conscious 
acquisition of social consciousness and a 


sense of responsibility by the Individual. 


7. The Objective Right, however, is 
pragmatic and is prepared to 


compromise in order to achieve the 
Greater Good. Indeed, in order to 
achieve this, it will do whatever is 
necessary. While aspiring to be honest, 
under some circumstances, it will tell 
the Good Lie. It will engage with the 
objectionable; it will think the 
unthinkable and say (as it does here) the 
unsayable. It will, where necessary, 
trade the Individual Good for the 
Greater Good, and it will prioritise the 
Future over the Present. Idealism by 
contrast is a product of the Imagination, 
which is contrary to a Rationalist 
Dialectic. 


8. For the Objective Right, Education is 
central to achieving the Greater Good in 
the long-term. Acquired knowledge 
opens the mind of the Individual to 
Society, Culture, the Environment. It is 
the antidote to Libertarianism, and the 
animal desire for personal survival and 


personal advantage, above all else. 


Education at all levels — Primary, 
Secondary, College and University, 
Education in the Community. 
Education, one way or another, is our 
future. Knowledge is the difference 


between Tyranny (both that of self- 
centred Libertarianism, and rational 


necessity) and Choice. 


But Education is under threat. It is 
threatened by the Woke, it is threatened 
by self-aggrandising bureaucracy, it is 
threatened by post-covid academic 
laziness, it is threatened by market 
imperatives, it is threatened by "Fake 
News". 


The Objective Right will not 
accept the ignorant, Libertarian creed of 
the Individual good over the Greater 
Good. Reforming education, therefore, 
is a priority for the Objective Right. 
State-funded education must be to the 
highest level possible for the particular 
Individual. But it cannot be just a 
question of one group — the State — 
giving and another group —the 
Individual — taking. Those who give 
must get something in return. For the 
Objective Right, this will be the Greater 
Good in the long-term. State-funding in 
education is for the Greater Good in the 
long-term, not present advantage. The 
Objective Right, therefore, will not 
invest in the Ephemeral, the Trendy, the 
Woke. 
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9. The Objective Right is not 
revolutionary. Instead the Objective 
Right bases policy on the tried and 
tested, what has been shown 
pragmatically to work. It does not seek 
to replace Democracy, but rather to 
acknowledge its non-democratic reality, 
and operate honestly within this. It does 
not seek to revolutionise Economy but 
to isolate and develop economic models 
that are sustainable in the long-term. 
(Most revolutions have failed or—in 
some cases — caused a great deal of 
harm. 20th-century totalitarianism is the 
extreme example, but the same is 
essentially true of the French Empire, 
the State of Israel, early Cuba and 
Vietnam, Thatcherism, 21st-century 
populism — admirable, courageous, but 
failed experiments all). 


10. The Objective Right (or Left) never 
assumes that the rightness of its Core 
Value is self-evident to others, and will 
automatically be embraced. Nor will it 
ignore the perspectives of others, 
because they are self-evidently wrong to 
the Objective Right. Here lies disaster 
(for the UK Europhile, Brexit; for the US 
political establishment, Donald Trump). 
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It is not elitist. It will respect its 
Constituency, and expound its 
Principals in terms that are both clear 
and consequential to its Constituency. 


11. The Objective Right acknowledges 
the importance to the community of 
Business and Labour, but it is nota 
creature of either. 


12. Modern Economy is based on debt. 
Present debt is paid for by projected 
future profit, but, like a Pyramid 
Scheme, when there is no profit — 
because there are no raw materials or no 
market —the economy collapses. In the 
short term, this economic model has 
proved effective, and for many —in 
particular the Libertarian, whose 
primary concern is with present 
advantage —it has become an 
unquestionable creed. The Objective 
Right, however, is concerned with 
enduring things, and aspires instead to 
pay off debt and isolate and develop 
economic models (for the most part, tax 
and efficiency-based) that are 
sustainable in the long term. At best 
Modern Economy is but a Temporary 
Expedient. 
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13. For Modern Economy, people are a 
resource, and population growth 
whether domestic or resulting from 
immigration, is a good thing. Do not 
believe Mr Sunak or Mr Starmer or Mr 
Biden when they tell us that they want 
to check immigration: they don't. People 
make things, and people buy things and 
so long as we have a technical 
advantage, and have the domestic 
resources necessary for production, or 
can afford to buy these from abroad, the 
Economy — and prosperity — will grow. 
For the UK, the trouble with this 
economic model is threefold. Firstly, we 
are a small country and we cannot 
accommodate more people; secondly, 
we are losing our technical edge, are 
running out of raw materials, or lack 
those required for modern technology, 
and are having to compete for these 
with an ever growing group of 
developed and developing nations; and, 
thirdly, we are burdened with expensive 
Social, and National Infrastructure 
obligations. Not only therefore have we 
expended the potential for economic 
growth and prosperity, we are at risk of 
overwhelming those things that make 
the UK a desirable country to live in 
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today. The "Pyramid Scheme" is on the 
verge of collapse. For the Objective 
Right, therefore, after Libertarianism, 
population growth and the economic 
philosophy that encourages it, is a 
Primary Enemy. 


14. The Objective Right will welcome 
selected, enterprising Individuals who 
have struggled to come to the UK, and 
who once here embrace our values and 
forge a stake in the country through 
their own efforts, but it will do so only 
on the UK's terms, in the UK's time and 
in numbers that do not overwhelm the 
UK's social, cultural and natural 
resources. It is not up to the Individual 
whether he or she comes to the UK, or 
not, it is up to the UK. 


Prospective Immigrants arriving 
illegally from the EU without having 
first applied for Political Asylum in the 
EU (or having been refused Political 
Asylum in the EU) will automatically be 
deemed Economic Migrants and will, if 
considered a threat to our social, 
cultural and natural resources and a 
threat to the Greater Good in the long- 
term, be returned to their countries of 
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origin. There will be no Camp of the Saints 
here. 


Prospective Immigrants arriving 
legally will be allowed to stay 
temporarily, but with restricted access 
to State Social Benefits, during which 
time they will be obliged to demonstrate 
a commitment to the UK and its values. 


If they do this, they will then be 
granted Leave to Remain and become 
eligible for Benefits, with Individuals 
demonstrating good faith in the long- 
term eventually being offered UK 
citizenship. Any Individual of non-UK 
origin, however, who at any stage of this 
process demonstrates bad faith in their 
commitment to the UK and UK values, 
will immediately be stripped of all 
acquired rights in the UK and returned 
to their country of origin. 


15. The Objective Right is moderately 
Statist. It supports national investment 
that will add to the Greater Good in the 
long term —in such things as Defence, 
Education, the Environment, Health and 
essential National Infrastructure. In no 
field does the Objective Right favour 
investment in the Ephemeral, the 
Trendy, the Woke. 
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Market manipulation and 
profiteering by the owners of services 
essential to the Greater Good in the 
long-term, such as the Food and Water 
Industries, Medical Practices, Power 
Companies, the Railways and the Post 
Office, show unambiguously that 
Private Individuals and Companies are 
not fit operators of these services. These 
aim to maximise profit irrespective of 
the cost in terms of product quality to 
the dependent Consumer. 


The Objective Right (or Left) will 
overthrow the Libertarian Principal that 
encourages such abuses; and, if 
necessary, remove these businesses from 


the abusers' control. 


16. The Objective Right will not invest 
in the conscience, interest, or desire of 
the Individual. Nor will it invest in 
Individuals who eschew, and have no 
stake in, society. And tragically, it 
cannot favour investment in expensive, 
minority cancer treatments, and its 
equivalents. Economically, the 
Objective Right will be consistent in 


policy. 
17. In the UK, the existing publicly- 
funded Health Service is under stress 
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for two reasons: low supply and high 
demand. Funding is a way of treating 
both of these, but a lack of this is not 
itself the problem. The UK Health 
Service is already very generously 
funded. Instead of throwing more 
money at the Health Service, therefore, 
the Objective Right will honestly 
address the causes of this imbalance 
between supply and demand. 


Supply is low because the income 
of most GPs and medical practices is 
based in no small part on patient 
numbers, which they maximise in order 
to keep their incomes up. The result is 
that at times of stress practices become 
overloaded. There is no shortage of medical 


graduates and experienced practitioners in 
the UK; what there is, is a surfeit of 9-5 
ones who assume a high salary as a 


right, are risk-averse, and whenever 
possible pass on responsibility for 
diagnosis and treatment to hospital 
junior doctors and consultants, who in 
turn are overloaded. Demand is high 
because there are too many people, 
because large numbers of us are 
unreasonably demanding — because we 


lack the knowledge to differentiate 
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between minor and major illnesses, 
because we have an unreasoning faith in 
the power of modern medicine, because 
we have become intolerant even of 
minor discomfort, because we suffer 
from hypochondria and because we 
think we have a right to, and demand 
attention for the least ailment— and 
because most of us do not know how to, 
or bother to keep our infections to 


ourselves. 


To fix the UK Health Service, it will 
be necessary for the Objective Right (or 
Left) to fix these problems. 
Accomplishing this will entail, firstly, a 
new Social Contract between Doctor and 
Patient in which neither self-centredly 
abuses the other, or the Service; 
secondly, an end to unsustainable 
population growth; and, thirdly, more 
and better health education, starting at 
school, in order to prevent the spread of 
avoidable infection and the unnecessary 
presentation of minor illnesses to the 


Service for diagnoses and treatment. 


That Doctors as well as patients are 
part of the problem with the UK Health 
Service today is a fact. The medical 
profession is no less susceptible to the 
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self-centred principals of Libertarianism 
than any other. Formerly GPs and 
Patients had a personal relationship. 
GPs used all their senses when 
examining Patients. This social and 
physical intimacy facilitated correct 
diagnosis and treatment. They were also 
available at all hours of the day and 
night. Today the relationship between 
GP and Patient is deliberately 
depersonalised (Mrs Jones is now "this 
Lady") and GPs increasingly touch- 
averse. Many hardly know their 
Patients. They are not therefore in a 
position to recognise changes that have 
taken place in them and often unable to 
diagnose new, adverse changes 
correctly. More often than not, patients 
have a closer relationship to the practice 
receptionist than to the Doctor. Doctors 
also make themselves as difficult to 
consult as possible. This is bad medical 
practice. If the UK is to have an 
effective, publically-funded Health 
Service, both Doctors and Patients will 
be obliged to re-orientate their priorities 
from self-interest to the Greater Good in 
the long-term. 
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18. The Objective Right is opposed to 
the politicisation of History. The Past, by 
definition is something that is past. It is 
not a contemporary political issue. The 
Objective Right today will not 
apologise for, or pay restitution for, past 
slavery or other perceived crimes 
because these are past and have nothing 
to do with those living today. It does not 
acknowledge claims —such as those for 
territory or cultural objects — based on 
perceived past occupation or ownership. 
Palestine within Israel's internationally 
recognised borders, is Israeli. Eretz 
Israel is not. The Elgin Marbles and 
"Hoa Hakananai ‘a" are British. Calais 
(which was English for 200 years) is 
French and Taiwan is not now part of 
China. The Objective Right's concern is 
with the present and the future, and the 
present and the future only. 


19. The Objective Right is moderately 
Interventionist. It favours investment in 
countries and institutions that share and 
will help promote and defend its Core 
Values. It acknowledges the right of 
Nations to self-determination, and 
honours the axiom, "When in Rome do 
as the Romans do", but reserves the 
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right to override the Independence of 
others when this threatens the Greater 
Good in the long-term. The principal 
here is that the Greater Good is 
Universal. Rome's perceived Greater 
Good does not trump that of the wider- 
world. 


20. Given the EU's wilfully obstructive 
attitude towards a normalisation of 
relations between the UK and the EU 
post-Brexit, the UK needs to find new 
economic and political allies. In addition 
to its traditional allies in the 
Commonwealth and English speaking 
world, obvious amongst these are 
Europe's other outsiders, Turkey and 
the Russian Federation, both also 
pariahised by the EU, and those 
countries geographically close to but not 
actually in Europe, such as in the 
Middle East and along the North 
African littoral. The EU is a protectionist 
power-block and, in the view of the 
Objective Right, so long as the UK 
remains outside of it, the EU will need 
to be treated, and countered 
accordingly. 


21. As with education, Social Justice is 
not just a question of one group giving 
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and another group taking. Those who 
give must get something in return. For 
the Objective Right, this will be the 
Greater Good in the long term. To this 
end the beneficiaries of any "levelling" 
would need to embrace Society, Culture, 
the Natural Environment, and eschew 


Libertarianism. 


The ideal of Social Justice today, 
however, is a chimera, and the 
Objective Right acknowledges this 
reality. For the most part the 
advantaged either cannot, or —except at 
the point of a gun—will not share their 
advantages equally with the 
disadvantaged. We cannot share our 
intelligence. The Intelligent are 
Intelligent and the Stupid are Stupid. 
We cannot share our family connections. 
Either we have them or we don't have 
them. We cannot share our characters. 
We are what we are. Equality here 
means taking something away, not 
sharing it equitably. As for 
natural/inherited wealth, are the 
resource-rich going to allow a 
proportion of these to be sequestered for 
nothing? Of course not. They have their 
own interests to think about. That leaves 
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the Wealth Creator —the Artist, the 
Entrepreneur — who if threatened will 
simply take their wherewithal 
elsewhere, to the disadvantage of those 
who their levelling was intended to 
benefit. 


To achieve Social Justice we must 
first curtail the self-centred freedom not 
to share, end the fixation of the 
Individual on personal survival and 
personal advantage, and re-orientate 
this on the survival and advantage of 
Society as a whole. To achieve Social 


Justice we must end Libertarianism. 


What in this context is a Human 
Right? Life, Liberty and Happiness, 
certainly. But not individual Life, 
Liberty and Happiness at the expense of 
that of other Individuals and the wider 
Community. For the Objective Right, the 
aspirations of the UN's International Bill 
of Human Rights (and the European 
Court of Justice), however appealing, 
are not realistic. Law and Justice cannot 
be based on ideals; they must be 
founded on contemporary reality, and 
not how we wish or imagine people and 
Society to be. 
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22. The Objective Right is unconcerned 
with Individual taste, be this artistic, 
sporting, sexual or whatever, but 
strongly opposes the pretence of some 
interest groups (such as LGBTQ) that 
their tastes are somehow transcendent. 
It will selectively support tastes that 
have proven themselves in the long- 
term, and may be a bulwark of society, 
but will leave new, unproven tastes, to 
fend for themselves. This does not 
mean, however, that it condemns these 
other tastes, and rejects the possibility 
that they will prove themselves useful — 
and therefore supportable — in the long 


term. 


23. As bulwarks of Society, the 
Objective Right honours the 
institutions of the Crown, the Church, 
Marriage, the Mosque, the Nation, but it 
has no special stake in these. It abhors 
overt faith, however, because this is 
disrespectful and culturally and socially 
divisive. If Iam a Christian, toa 
Muslim, I must be an infidel; to a 
believing Christian, a Muslim must be a 
heathen, and so on. 


24. Male Homo sapiens sapiens are men 
and female Homo sapiens sapiens are 
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women. A man does not and cannot 
have a womb, a man cannot acquire the 
synapses in his brain that produce 
female hormones, nor can a man alter — 
except surgically —a range of male 
physical attributes (his skeletal 
structure, his penis). A man cannot 
therefore become a woman. This is a 
matter of fact. The contrary view that a 
man who feels he is a woman, aspires to 
be a woman, dresses as a woman, has 
therapy to stimulate some of the 
characteristics of a woman, is in facta 
woman, is false. In terms of an 
individual's identity it has a cultural 
reality, and it may perhaps acquire a 
social one, but it does not have and 


never can have a biological one. 


25. Is ita Human Right to be wrong? 
No. When error poses a threat to the 
Greater Good in the long-term, the 
Objective Right will oppose, and 
endeavour to correct (if not necessarily 
proscribe) it. What might such errors be? 
Sexism and Racism, certainly. These are 
errors because though both genders and 
ethnicities self-evidently differ, in 
neither case is one self-evidently better 
than another; and they are harmful 
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because they are socially divisive and 
undervalue the contributions of 
different genders and ethnicities — not 
least because of their differences —to the 
Greater Good in the long-term. Short- 
sighted libertarian greed; unsustainable 
growth; divisive faith—for the 
Objective Right, these too are harmful 
errors. The Objective Right, however, is 
unconcerned with essentially harmless 
error: the belief of some men that they 
are women; the belief that Britain is still 
Great; the belief that Padre Pio 
biolocated: the belief in, as opposed to 
the reality of, Global Warming, etc. 


Error is something with which 
Society indulges the Individual. 


The real issue here is not whether it 
is a Human Right or not, but where the 
line between harmful and harmless 
error falls, and how to address the 
former. For the Objective Right (or 
Left), the sole determinate is whether the 
error poses a threat to the Greater Good 
in the long-term, or not. For the 
Libertarian, it is a question of short-term 
self-interest, and for the Woker, current 
political correctness. While overlapping 
with many currently acknowledged ills, 
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therefore, the Objective Right's harmful 
errors are not the same. Also different is 
the way the Objective Right will 
address these errors. Unlike the Woke, 
for example, which is totalitarian, it will 
not proscribe them out-of-hand, but 
instead endeavour to enculturate them 
out of existence through Education and 
Rational Discourse. For the Objective 
Right, proscription (and no less just, 
positive discrimination), will be a final 
resort, not a first resort, in dealing with 
the harmful error. Enculturation will 
take time but the Objective Right's 
concern is with the Greater Good in the 
long-term, not the short-term. 


26. The Objective Right has no issue 
with the killing of the Mad Dog. What it 
takes issue with is the concept of 
"Beyond Reasonable Doubt". Either the 
dog killed or it did not kill. Doubt 
should not enter into the equation at all. 


It does so today in the UK because 
we cannot rely on the integrity and 
judgement of individual Police Officers, 
the CPS, individual Judges (especially 
non-Professional Magistrates), or 
Twelve Men and True. A priority for the 
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Objective Right, therefore, will be the 
reform of these. 


27. The Objective Right acknowledges 
the evidence for current Global 
Warming. Very likely this process has 
been and continues to be contributed to 
by human activity. Contra early studies 
of Global Warming, we cannot prove 
that it is occurring faster than ever 
before, the record of past climate change 
is not precise enough for this, but we 
can demonstrate that there are 
unusually high levels of humanly- 
produced greenhouse gasses in the 
atmosphere and thus infer a causal 
relationship. The "reality" of Global 
Warming, however, has been elevated 
of into a Belief System, which in turn 
has led to its opportunistic exploitation 
by a range of academic, financial and 
political Interest Groups, a rejection of 
Science that compromises discussion of 
the real issues surrounding the 
phenomenon. Is Global Warming 
necessarily and wholly bad for the 
Greater Good in the long-term? Can it 
be checked, and if not, what exactly will 
it affect and what exactly will it not 
affect? And can its adverse affects be 
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mitigated? (The consequences of Global 
Warming in the past are thought to have 
included drought, desertification, 
storms, floods, the disruption of food 
supplies, migration, plague, war; but 
also the spread and diversification of 
agriculture and —in some regions —a 
erowth in population. These affects, 
however, need to be viewed in the 
context of a world with a smaller, less 
interconnected human population). 


The world is approaching — has 
possibly already exceeded — its natural 
carrying capacity, and any upset could 
bring it to a tipping-point. Global 


warming, therefore, irrespective of its 
cause, is probably a bad thing, and 
possibly a very bad thing. In the face of 
this an obvious palliative strategy is to 
pull back from the tipping point: i.e. to 
end growth. Growth, Mr Starmer, is not 


the Answer! Growth today comes at the 
expense of tomorrow. The Objective 
Right, will also address the role of the 
principal polluters, electricity 
production and transport, which for 
political reasons are always 
downplayed; and it will reinvestigate 
such everyday issues as the cost of 
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making new cars versus that of keeping 
old cars running, of operating social 
media, of recycling, of building new 
railways versus updating of the road 
network. To date, the environmental 
impact these things —and many 
others — has rarely been assessed 
objectively. Other interests — usually 
government and business, but also 
individual self-interest — have always 
been at work. 


28. The Objective Right is opposed to 
the use of Force in Political Discourse, 
irrespective of Cause. Force is not 
argument. It should come, if it comes at 
all, when all possible argument has been 
exhausted, when the positions of the 
parties involved are irreconcilable and 
one is self-evidently right and another 
self-evidently wrong, not out of an self- 
centred unwillingness to compromise. 
To the Objective Right, the lazy belief 
that "My Right" —be this to a Land, to an 
Idea, to a higher wage — trumps all and 
thus justifies the use of Force in order to 
realise it, is wholly unacceptable. 


For example, the sometimes 
explosive frustration of the Palestinian 
people is understandable, as is the desire 
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of Israel to teach the Palestinian people a 
lesson, so that October the 7th might 
never happen again. But except to the 
Dogmatists in charge, who seek each 
others' destruction, the possibility of 
purposeful Political Discourse between 
the two Parties — neither of which is 
wholly right or wholly wrong —is far 
from having been exhausted. The 
ongoing violence between them is an 
unnecessary and wilfully destructive 
alternative to Rational Discourse, which 
cannot be justified. 


The same rationale applies to the 
Russian Federation's invasion of 
Ukraine, to the soft terrorism of the UK's 
Just Stop Oil and Extinction Rebellion, 
to our striking Junior Doctors etc. 


29. Is the Objective Right fascist? No. 
The Objective Right is not Nationalist. 
It acknowledges the Nation State, but 
only insofar as it forms a bulwark of 
Society and benefits the Greater Good in 
the long-term. It is not Racist. It 
acknowledges human difference but 
does not consider any one variant better 
than another. It is not Totalitarian. It has 
an unshakable Core Value but in 
seeking to realise this it is objective and 
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promotes Rational Discourse. And it 
favours Enculturation over Tyranny in 
order to realise its Core Value. These 
perspectives are not fascist. What ts 
fascist, what is totalitarian, is the 
Dictatorship of the Majority over the 
Minority and "Whipping", which 
characterises modern Parliamentary 
Democracy. What is fascist is the 
assumption that off-the-peg views of the 
Woke, the media, or the Libertarian are 
necessarily right. What is fascist is 
infallible religion. What is fascist is the 
un-reflexive retention and enforcement 
of inherited laws based on faith, 
tradition and cultural prejudice. (Why 
should I register to vote when I don't 
believe in Parliamentary Democracy? 
Why should I as a single householder 
subsidise my neighbour's family of 
eight? Why should the Age of Consent 
be the UK's 16 rather than Germany's 14 
or South Korea's 20? Why —in the UK— 
should my marriage in Church be valid, 
when my neighbour's marriage in the 
Mosque is not?) What is fascist is tactical 
voting by Minority Groups, such as the 
supporters of New Popular Front in 
France, intended to prevent 
proportionate representation of a 
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Majority Group. What is fascist is the 
alienation by others of my Heritage and 
the Greater Good in the long-term for 
the present perceived advantage of 
Minority Stakeholders. When the 
leaders of non-democratic countries, 
such as China, question the reality of 
Western Democracy, they are not 
wholly wrong. 


Of course it is not as simple as that... but 
we have to start somewhere. 


KKK 
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